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PATENT COOPERATION TREATY 

PCX 



INTERNATION Al. PRELIMINAJIY REPORT ON PATENTABIUTy 
(Chapter I of the Patent Cooperation Treaty) 



(PCT Rule AAbis) 



Applicant's or agent's file reference 
P39334-P0 


FOR FURTHER ACTION 


See item 4 l)elow 


International application No. . 
PCT/JP2005/014112 


International filing dale (day/month/year) 
02 August 2005 (02.08.2005) 


Priority date (day/month/year) 
05 August 2004 (05.08.2004) 


Inteinationa] Patent Classification (8th edition unless older edition indicated) 
See relevant information in Form PCT/JSA/237 


Applicant 

MATSUSHITA ELECTRIC INDUSTRIAL CO., LJD. 



1 . This intemational preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) is issued by the International Bureau on behalf of the 
International Searching Authority under Rule 44 Wj. 1(a). 

2. This REPORT consists of a total of 5 sheets, including this cover sheet. 

In the attached sheets, any reference to the written opinion of the IntemationaJ Searching Authority should be read as a reference 
to the international preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) instead. 



3. This report contains indications relating to the following items: 



Box No. I 
Box No. n 



Basis of the report 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 

Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 

Certain defects in the international application 

Certain observations on the international application 



4. The International Bureau will communicate this report to designated Offices in accordance with Rules 44bis3{c) and 93bisA but 
not, except where the applicant makes an express request under Article 23(2), before the expiration of 30 months from the priority 
date (Rule AAbis .2). 



□ 

I I Box No. m 

I I Box No. IV 
^ Box No. V 

I I Box No. VI 
I I BoxNo.VII 
Box No. Vm 





Date of issuance of this report 
06 February 2007 (06.02.2007) 


The IntemationaJ Bureau of WIPO 
34, chemin des Colombettes 
1211 Geneva 20, Swit^e^land 

Facsimile No. +41 22 338 82 70 


Authorized officer 

Yoshiko Kuwahara 

e-mail: pt07-pct@wipo.int 



Form PCT/IB/373 (January 2004) 



PATENT COOPERATION TREATY 



From the 



To: 


PCX 

WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 

(PCX Rnlc 436ij.l) 


Date of mailing 
{day/mortih/year) 


Appb'caiit's or agent's file TefcrcDce 

P39334-P0 


FOR FURTHER ACTION 

Sec jparagrapb 2 below 


interoatjonal apphcatiOD No. 

PCT/JP2005/014112 

Internationa] Patent Classification flPCTi or knth 


Internationa] filing date (dayfynonth/year) 

02.08.2005 


Priority dale (day/month/year) 

05.08.2004 



Applicaof 

MATSUSHITA ELECTRIC INDUSTRIAL CO., LTD. 



1. TTds opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 
Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

Box No. n Priority 

Box No. ni Non-cstaUishmeDt of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive stq> and industrial applicability 
Box No. TV Lack of unity of i ovention 

Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 436i5. 1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive stq) or industrial 

^Tplicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



□ 
□ 
□ 



□ 
□ 



Box No. VI Certain document s dted 

Box No. Vn Certain defects in the international application 

Box No. Vm Certain observations on the intemationa] iqjplicatioo 



FURTHER ACTION 



If a demand for mtcrnational preliminary examination is made, this opinion wiU be considered to be a written opinion of the 
Irtcrnabonal Prdiminary Examining Authority ('TPEA'-) except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an Authority other 
than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IREA has notified the Irtemationa] Bureau under Rule 66.1W<b) that written opinions of 
this International Searching Authority will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to submit to the IPEA a 
wittcn reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the e3q)iration of 3 months from the date of mailing of Form 
PCT/ISA/220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, whichever expires later. 
For further options, see Form PCT/ISA/220. 

3. For further details, sec notes to Form PCT/lSA/220. 



Name and mailing address of the ISA/JP 



Facsimile No. 



Authorized officer 



Telephone No, 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (cover sheet) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



I Dl Croat] onal application No. 

PCT/JP2005/014112 



Box No. I 



Baas of this opinion 



1. With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in the language in which it was 
filcci, unless otherwise indicated under this item 

I I This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the foUowing language 

. which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of intCTDaliona] search (undcr 

Rule 123 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino add sequence disclosed in the ioleniational appUcation and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material 
I I a sequence listing 
I I table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material 
I I in written format 
I I in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing 
I I contained in the international application as filed. 

\ I filed together with the international application in computer readable form 
I I fumidied subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

I I In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/or table(s) relating thereto has been filed or 
furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the application as 
filed or docs not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished. 



Additional comments: 



Form PCT/lSA/237 (Box No. I) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



B<»cNo.V 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) 



laternational application No. 

PCT/JP2005/014112 



Reasoned statement under Rule 43bJs.l(a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industyia] appUcattllty; 
dtationsand explanations supporting such stalement 



Claims 1-20 
Claims 



Inventive step (IS) 



Industrial a|^icability (lA) 



Claims 



Claims 1-20 



Claims 1-20 
Claims 



YES 
NO 

YES 
NO 

YES 
NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

Document 1 : Bontae Koo et al, "A Pipelined Low Power Architectural MPEG-4 Video Codec Chip 
with Deblocking Filter for Mobile Wireless Multimedia Applications", IEEE Proceedings 5tb 
International Conference on ASIC, 21 Oct, 2003 (21 .10.03), 2003. VoL2, p. 934-937 

Document 2: IP, 2001 -2751 10, A (Matsushita Electric Industrial Co., Ltd.). 5 October, 2001 
(05.10.01), Fig. 3 & US, 2001-0036320, Al 

The subject matters of claims 1 -20 do not appear to involve an inventive step in view of 
documents 1 and 2 cited in the ISR. 

Document 1 relates to a constitution in which filter processing is executed by pipeline 
processing. A person skilled in the art could have easily executed filter processing after an image is 
stored in memory as described in document 2 (Fig. 3) when the pipeline processing is impossible in 
the invention described in document 1 . 



Fonn PCT/ISA/237 (Box No. V) (January 2004) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITy 




Bos No-Vm 



Certain observations oo the international application 



The following observations on the clarity of the claims, description, and drawings or on the question whether the claims are fuUy supported by 
the desaiptioa arc made: 



The technical meaning of switching operation according to the number of blocks is unclear 
regarding claims 4, 5 and 13. 

UsuaUy, there is no technical relation between the number of blocks and profile (decoding 
sequence of a block). 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (Box VDI) (January 2004) 



